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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, see page 10, filed 3/21/2008, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 19 and 20 under 102 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the 
rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon fiirther consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made in view of the fact that a service control point is inherent. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 3/21/2008, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 8 and 9 
have been Mly considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues Michael does not teach 
implementing the call event monitoring in any other way. However, as previously pointed out, 
Michael discloses implementing the call event monitoring within the PSTN. If the invention is 
moved to the PSTN, as suggested by Michael, then the example given by the applicant on page 8 
Is invalid. The phone call made by Bob, originating in the PSTN, to Patrick, also in the PSTN, 
will traverse the routing system and presence server, which are also in the PSTN because 
Michael suggested moving them to the PSTN in paragraph 34. Applicant states one of ordinary 
skill would not know how to make such a switch. In other words the applicant suggests the prior 
art is not enabled. The burden in on the applicant to provide evidence that such a switch is not 
properly enabled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, publisiied under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 8, 9, 1 1, 13-15 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Michael et al. (US 2004/0170263). 

5. In regards to claim 1, Michael discloses a method for providing presence state 
information comprising the steps of: receiving first messages (figure 4 elements 402 and 408) 
from at least one switch in the public switched telephone network (fig. 5.116, 118) containing 
call event information for at least one telephone line among a plurality of telephone lines served 
by the one switch; determining a presence state of a PSTN subscriber associated with the at least 
one telephone line (fig 4. 412) based on the call event information where the call event 
information defines both when the telephone line is available and is not available to receive a call 
(fig. 2.206; paragraph 34; paragraph 36 which indicates a call can be intercepted and rerouted 
based upon presence information and other rules); transmitting a second message using Internet 
protocol to a first Internet terminal equipment of a first Intemet user (fig. 5.120, 122), the second 
message containing the presence state information associated with the at least one telephone line 
(fig. 4.422). 

6. In regards to claim 4, Michael discloses displaying a visual indicia corresponding to the 
presence state (fig. 1). 

7. In regards to claims 8 and 9, Michael discloses sending the first message from the PSTN 

switch in a PSTN compatible protocol (fig. 4.408) and are transmitted on every occurrence of the 
one telephone line changing from one presence state to another presence state (fig. 2.206, 208). 
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8. In regards to claim 13, Michael discloses wherein the at least one telephone line is 
connected to a PSTN terminal that is not capable of direct Internet communications. (Michael 
lists the PSTN terminals in fig. 5.118. These terminals are not illustrated as being connected to 
the LAN/Internet network [5.102] and are further distinguished from the LAN telephones [5.120] 
and computers [5. 122]. Therefore, Michael does not teach the PSTN terminals as capable of 
direct Internet communications.) 

9. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected upon the same grounds as claims 1 and 4 respectively. 

10. In regards to claims 1 1 and 18-20, Michael discloses a service control point as part of an 
intelligent node to receive the first message. (As disclosed in paragraph 29 the PSTN switch 
may be integrated with the multimedia server. A service control point that is part of an 
intelligent node is inherent within an intelligent network. An intelligent network is one in which 
a PSTN is able to provide value-added services, such as presence monitoring. The configuration 
as described by Michael conforms to the definition of an intelligent network and therefore a 
service control point that is part of an intelligent node is inherent to the system taught by 
Michael.). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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12. Claims 1-7, 10, 12, and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tang et al (previously cited) in view of Michael et al. (US 2004/0170263). 

13. In regards to claims 1 and 14, Tang discloses receiving call event information; 
determining presence state information; and transmitting the presence information to an Internet 
terminal. Figure 9 discloses a plurality of phones connected to a telephony network through a 
switch. The Awarenex server determines the presence based on call events. The Awarenex 
server proxy on the Intemet side then receives presence information and displays the 
information, such as shown in figure 6. 

Tang does not disclose using PSTN. 

Michael discloses determining the presence of PSTN subscribers in figure 4 elements 
402, 408, and 412 and figure 5 elements 1 16 and 118. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the corporate network of 
Tang to be buiU using PSTN, as taught by Michael because PSTN is a well known. Using PSTN 
instead of the phone network taught by Tang is a simple substitution of one known element for 
another with predictable results. PSTN is also one of a small subset of available telephony 
protocols and therefore would be obvious to try. 

14. In regards to claim 2, Tang discloses storing a previous call state in figure 7. Figure 7 
discloses each device associated with a user. The device currently in use is marked as active and 
all other devices display the time since their last active call state. 

15. In regards to claim 3, Tang discloses determining the current presence by comparing a 
current call state to a previous call state. In figure 7, the office is recommended as the likely 
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location of the user. This is determined by comparing the active state of equipment there to the 
idle state of all other equipment associated with that particular user. 

16. In regards to claims 4-7 and 15-17, Tang discloses visual indicia with time information in 
figure 6. Figure 6 discloses a "buddy list" with each user's name, location, time since last 

activity or current activity, and current or next appointment time. 

17. In regards to claims 10 and 12, Tang discloses tracking call timing. Figure 6 shows the 
active and idle times for a buddy list. Figure 7 shows the active and idle time for a particular 
user on the buddy list. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KERRI M. ROSE whose telephone number is (571) 272-0542. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 7:00 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Aung MOE can be reached on (571) 272-73 14. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/AungS. Mod /Kerri M Rose/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2616 Examiner, Art Unit 26 1 6 



